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DIPLOMA

OF THE

COLLEGE OF SURGEONS.

To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR.&mdash;Your last number contained rather

a pathetic complaint against Mr. Andrews,
for having presumed to insinuate that a

pupil had passed au examination in Lin-
coln’s-inn-Fields, which was neither cre-
ditable to himself nor to his examiners.
This might possibly be true, and the opinion
not intended to injure the gentleman who
supposed himself reflected on, though 1 amfar from believing that it was really the
case. The friends of the examinee would
have done well to have avoided appealing
to the justice or sympathy of your readers
on the grounds of its being " too bad" to
make so scurvy a return for the _F22 so

unwisely bestowed. I have some reason
to know the party complaining, and I be-
lieve nothing to the disadvantage of his ac
complishments nor to the integrity of his
principles ; but I really cannot accord him
my commiseration for sufferings which he
brought on himself, and for which he de-
serves no compassion. His partiality for
examination will excuse me tor subjectiug
him to one ; and if he were near me, I
would propound to him several inquiries,
which, however well he may have re-

sponded to the queries of the court of ex-
aminers, will, I am sure, puzzle him to
answer to my satisfaction or his own. 1
would ask him whether he seriously be-
lieves there is any value, real or presumed,
attached to the college diploma, among sen- Isible men 1 Whether the examination is a
test, or the diploma a testimony, of ability ? 1 BWhether he could not dispense with the Idiploma, and yet become a legally-qualified,
surgeon? Whether, if his good fortune
destines him for either of the "services,"
the presidents of their medical departments
would take his diploma as a proof of his fit-
ness, without a farther examination and
another inroad on his pocket? Whether he
is weak enough to value his diploma and
vain enough to be proud of it? Whether
he thinks the London College would pro-
tect him against the rivalry of an un-

diplomaed practitioner in the shape of a
charlatan, or a scientific man whose wit was
more abundant than his money 1 V’hether
he can prove that the diploma is not an
evidence ONLY of the gullability of one

party and the rapacity of another? Whether
young men are not awakening to a sense of
the worthlessness of the diploma of the
London College of Surgeons 7 and many of

them, not Laving more bowels than brains,
declining to waste their money on its pur.
chase? 1 am, Sir, OE

Who has not yet, nor ever intends to exemplify
in this purchase of the diploma of the London
College of Surgeons, THAT A FOOL AM HIS
MONEY ARE SOON PARTED.

B September 2, 1832.

LONDON HOSPITAL.&mdash;MR. ANDREWS.

H. J. BROWN.

SIR,&mdash;A letter which appears in TiiE
LANCET for the 1st inst. relative to a inis-

understanding stated to have taken place
at the London Hospital between Mr. An-
drews, one of its surgeons, and a gentleman
who has lately passed his examination at
the College of Surgeons, leads me to reo

quest you will give insertion to the follow-
ing statements.

I passed my examination at the College
the same evening as the gentleman above
alluded to, as did also a third pupil of the
London Hospital. I met Mr. Andrews the

following morning at the hospital, when I
heard him pass many remarks, in the pre.
sence of other pupils, upon our exammn.
tions ; but, I unequivocally assert, I heard
no remark of his that could justify the ob.
servations of "Junius," no animadversion

disreputable to himself as an examiner of
the College, or that could detract from the
character of the gentleman in question. I
have seen this gentleman since his examina.
tion, who told me that he felt sure Mr. An-
drews had shown no improper feeling
towards him, and that he disbelieved all

report to the contrary. I remain, Sir,
your obedient servant, H. J. BROWN.

21. Vine-court, Spitalfields.
* The real name and address of "Junius’’ were

forwarded to us in authentication of his letter.-

ED L.

TO CORRESPONDENTS.

Medicus could not have offered a won’
reason for the publication of his paper. The con.

temporary in question is continually in the habit
of inserting communications which bad bff)

previously declined by us. We could point out
scores of pages in the periodical mentioned by our
correspondent, thus tilled, and a month ruel)
passes without an addition beiug made to the stock.
Mr. J. Peele. They are not doing their

duty, and have been told so a triousvd times.Mr. G. Jones.. The party may stule him.
self what he likes, but he must practise according
to law. We never heard of the ’ nuts of the Grey
Nicker."

An Injitred Party, Worcester, must send
us his name and address in confidence.

Is the signature J. Bolus anonymous?
not, and he will add his address, the letter shail x
inserted. 0 therwue the testimony is of no value,


